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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: original application, filed 
10/24/2003. 

2. Claims 1-26 are pending. Claims 1, 15, 16, 25, and 26 are independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-12, 14, 17-22, and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Moshfeghi, U.S. Patent No. 6,476,833, issued November 
2002. 

Independent claim 1 cites: A display data creating apparatus that creates 
display data representing a plurality of display sections, each of the display sections 
containing a prescribed type of information, in response to a request from a client 
apparatus supplied via a network, and transmits the display data to the client apparatus 
via the network, the display data creating apparatus comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/691 ,691 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2176 

a determination part that determines for at least one of the display sections 
whether the information to be contained in a current display section satisfies a 
prescribed condition; and 

Moshfeghi teaches a method of controlling internet browser functionality and display 
according to user access and authorization levels (Abstract), in response to a client 
request, with database and browser interface which determines for each display section 
whether the information to be contained in the display satisfies the user's access 
permissions (Col. 12, 1. 49-Col. 13, 1. 37, and Col. 13, 1. 39-52). Each section of the 
browser page contains a prescribed type of information, according to access rules. 

a display data creating part that updates the current display section in 
accordance with the determination result to create the display data. 
Moshfeghi teaches that the browser display is updated in accordance with the 
determination result to create and focus on the relevant data (Col. 14, 1. 15-50). 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Moshfeghi teaches embedded browser 
functionality to determine whether the authorization conditions are satisfied (Col. 12, 1. 
49-Col. 13, I. 37). 

Regarding dependent claim 3, Moshfeghi teaches that the prescribed condition 
varies for each of the display sections (Col. 13, 1. 53-Col. 14, 1. 14). 

Regarding dependent claim 4, Moshfeghi teaches a "crawler 1 ' program to 
update information contained in the display (Col. 14, 1. 32-40). 

Regarding dependent claims 5-8, Moshfeghi teaches that display sections are 
emphasized according to user profile records, i.e., by creating a browser sub-window 
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including specific controls and markup language documents (Col. 21-22, Claim 1, 
especially (ii)). Further it is inherent in Moshfeghi's disclosure that the display data 
layout could be modified to expand a particular display section or to position it above 
other display sections, because Moshfeghi discloses that the display of controls and 
data can be resized, rearranged, temporarily hidden, overlapped, minimized, 
maximized, as windowing layouts well known in the art (Col. 12, 1. 18-29). 

Regarding dependent claim 9, Moshfeghi teaches an updatable homepage for 
restricted users where the configuration of each display section is managed dynamically 
(Col. 14, 1. 15-55). Moshfeghi teaches a "crawler" program to update information 
contained in the display (Col. 14, 1. 32-40). 

Regarding dependent claims 10 and 11, Moshfeghi teaches that the display 
configuration data of the display sections includes the information about the 
determination function, because each of the sub-windows are configured according to 
the directions in the user profile records (Col. 13, 1. 21-35). 

Regarding dependent claim 12, Moshfeghi teaches means for acquiring user 
profile and authentication information used for determining the display and layout for 
each display section (Col. 12, 1. 60-Col. 13, 1. 5). 

Regarding dependent claim 14, Moshfeghi teaches using information stored in 
a database connected on the network (Col. 7, 1. 39-Col. 8, 1. 57) to determine user 
profile information. It is inherent in the disclosure of Moshfeghi that the display sections 
are updated when it is determined that the database has been updated, because the 
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user home page, for example, is created and continuously updated using dynamic 
programming techniques. 

Regarding independent claim 15, claim 15 reflects the display data 
transmission system used to implement the display data creating apparatus as claimed 
in independent claim 1 , and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Independent claim 16 cites: A method for transmitting display data comprised 
of a plurality of display sections, each display section containing a prescribed type of 
information, to a client apparatus, comprising the steps of: 

upon receiving a request from the client apparatus, determining for at least one 
of the display sections whether information to be contained in a current display section 
satisfies a prescribed condition; 

creating the display data by updating the current display section in accordance with the 
determination result; and transmitting the created display data to the client apparatus 
via a network. 

Moshfeghi teaches a method of controlling internet browser functionality and display 
according to user access and authorization levels (Abstract), in response to a client 
request, with database and browser interface which determines for each display section 
of the web page whether the information to be contained in the display satisfies the 
user's access permissions (Col. 12, 1. 49-Col. 13, 1. 37, and Col. 13, 1. 39-52). Each 
section of the browser page contains a prescribed type of information, according to 
determination of user access rules. Moshfeghi teaches that the browser display sub- 
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windows are updated in accordance with the determination result to create and focus on 
the relevant data (Col. 14, 1. 15-50). 

Regarding dependent claim 17, Moshfeghi teaches that a system administrator 
would set the conditions for user access to each display section, the conditions being 
different for each display section and user (Col. 8, 1. 9-34). 

Regarding dependent claim 18, Moshfeghi teaches a "crawler" program to 
update information contained in the display (Col. 14, 1. 32-40). Moshfeghi teaches 
embedded browser functionality to determine whether the authorization conditions are 
satisfied (Col. 12, 1. 49-Col. 13, 1. 37). 

Regarding dependent claims 19-24, claims 19-24 reflect the methods used for 
the display data creating apparatus as claimed in dependent claims 5-8, 13, and 14, 
respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding independent claim 25, claim 25 reflects the machine readable 
program executed by a display data creating apparatus used to implement the methods 
as claimed in independent claim 16, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding independent claim 26, claim 26 reflects the recording medium 
storing a machine readable program executed by a display data creating apparatus 
used to implement the methods as claimed in independent claim 16, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 13 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moshfeghi as applied to claims 1-12, 14, 17-22, and 24-26 above, and further 
in view of O'Kane, Jr. et al. (hereinafter "O'Kane"), U.S. Pub. No. 2001/0029504, 
published October 2001 . 

Regarding dependent claim 13, while Moshfeghi does not explicitly teach 
displaying information representing the condition of equipment connected on the 
network; determining whether malfunction has occurred in the equipment; and indicating 
the occurrence of malfunction, O'Kane teaches a system for maintaining, updating, 
repairing, and monitoring remotely located communication equipment sites (Abstract), 
where equipment status is displayed via the network. O'Kane teaches determining 
equipment malfunction and displaying the malfunction occurrence (p. 4, par. 58; p. 5, 
par. 63; p. 6, Claim 1). Both Moshfeghi and O'Kane are analogous art because both 
are directed toward systems with processing rules to determine display data. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply 
O'Kane to Moshfeghi, so that Moshfeghi would have the benefit of a system 
differentiating user profiles (Moshfeghi) which would provide automated site 
management to match a work request with a technician or worker having the 
appropriate skills (O'Kane, p. 1, par. 8) 



Application/Control Number: 10/691,691 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 2176 

Regarding dependent claim 23, claim 23 reflects the methods used for the 
display data creating apparatus as claimed in dependent claim 13, and is rejected along 
the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Lemmonsetal. U.S. Patent No. 6,442,755 issued August 2002 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Amelia Rutledge whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7508. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:30 - 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). A 




